e-Figure 1a. Meta-analysis — All hospitalizations <12-months follow up
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e-Figure 1b. Meta-analysis — All hospitalizations >12-months follow up
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e-Figure 2. Meta-analysis — HRQoL: MLWHF

Study Standarised Mean
ID Difference (95% Cl)
Austin 2005 — -14.00 (-19.22, -8.78)
Belardinelii 1999 % -13.00 (-21.09, 4.91)
Dracup 2007 e 7,50 (-14.99, 0.01)
Koukouvou 2004 - -11.10 (-18.65, -3.55)
McKelvie 2002 - 0.10 (6.86, 5.66)
Passino 2008 ° -21.00 (-33.54, -8.46)
Overall (I-squared = 71.4%, p = 0.004) <> -10.33 (-15.89, 4.77)
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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e-Figure 3. Meta-analysis — HRQoL.: all scales
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e-Figure 4. — Funnel plot — all cause mortality < 12 months
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e-Figure 5. — Funnel plot — all hospitalizations < 12 months

se(logRR)

1.5

Funnel plot with pseudo 95% confidence limits

0 2 4

Log Relative Risk




e-Figure 6. — Funnel plot - HRQoL all scales
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